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Detailed Action 

Claims 1-15 are pending in this application. This is a response to the RCE filed 
on 3/16/05. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 8,9,12,13,14,15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

The term "more extensive" in claims 8,9,12,13,14,15 is a relative term which 
renders the claim indefinite. The term "more extensive" is not defined by the claim, the 
specification does not provide a standard for ascertaining the requisite degree, and one 
of ordinary skill in the art would not be reasonably apprised of the scope of the 
invention. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following IS a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if tiie differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 4, 7,8,10,14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over US Patent 6,789,077 issued to Slaughter et al. (Slaughter) in view of 
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US Patent 6,760,720 issued to De Bellis in further view of US Patent 6,360,254 issued 
to Linden et al(Linden). 

As per claim 1,8,10,14, Slaughter teaches an information system for selectively 
providing information in response to a request from a user( Abstract), the information 
system comprising: 

receiving said request from said user(col.10, Iines12-13); 
analyzing said request(col.10, lines 8-20); 

a first memory, for storing a first database of information(col.10, lines 8-30; it is implicit 
that there is a first memory with a database because the user is sending requests for 
spaces, these spaces has to be stored somewhere); 

a second memory, for storing a second database of information, at least a portion of the 
information in the second database not being in the first database(col.8, lines 18-21); 
a first search unit, for analyzing said request and retrieving information related to said 
request from said first database to generate a first output(col.10, lines 8-46); 
a second search unit, for analyzing said first output and retrieving information related to 
said first output from said second database to generate a second output which includes 
additional information not included in the first output(col10, lines 47-57). 

Slaughter however does not explicitly teach a webpage unit for receiving said 
first output and second output information and selectively displaying said first output 
and said second output signals on a webpage; and an output unit, for generating an 
e-mail to said user which includes the address of said webpage. 
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De Bellis teaches a webpage unit for receiving said first output and second 
output information and selectively displaying said first output and said second output 
signals on a webpage(col.3, lines 55-col.4, line 8) and further teaches multiple 
databases(Fig.l). 

Therefore it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one ordinary 
skilled in the art to modify the teachings of Slaughter to add a webpage unit for 
receiving said first output and second output information and selectively displaying said 
first output and said second output signals on a webpage and to explicitly use multiple 
databases as taught by De Bellis in order to provide information to the user through a 
webpage(De Bellis, Fig. 13). 

One ordinary skilled in the art at the time of the invention would have been 
motivated to combine Slaughter and De Bellis in order to provide a system to display 
search results (De Bellis, col.2, lines 30-54). 

Slaughter in view of De Bellis however does not explicitly teach an output unit, for 
generating an e-mail to said user which includes the address of said webpage. 

Linden explicitly teaches an output unit, for generating an e-mail to said user 
which includes the address of said webpage(Abstract). 

Therefore it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one ordinary 
skilled in the art to modify the teachings of Slaughter in view of De Bellis to add a 
webpage address to an email as taught by Linden in order to for user to access private 
web pages(Linden, coLI, lines 10-15). 

One ordinary skilled in the art at the time of the invention would have been 
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motivated to combine the teachings of Slaughter, De Bellis, and Linden in order to 
provide a system to efficiently and securely access private web pages and other types 
of restricted resources(Linden, col.1, lines 10-15). 

As per claim 4, whereby said first and second search units comprise a single 
search unit(De Bellis, col. 3, lines 55-coL4, lines 9). Motivation to combine set forth in 
claim 1. 

As per claim 7, whereby said first database is remotely located from said second 
database(De Bellis, Fig.1, elements 12, 13). Motivation to combine set forth in claim 1. 

Claims 2,5-6,9,1 1-1 3, 15. are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over US Patent 6,789,077 issued to Slaughter et al. (Slaughter) in view of 
US Patent 6,760,720 issued to De Bellis in further view of US Patent 6,360,254 issued 
to Linden et al(Linden) in further view US Patent 6,256,663 issued to Davis. 

Slaughter in view of De Bellis in further view of Linden teaches all the limitations 
of claim 1 , however does not teach as per claim 2, the information system of claim 1 
further including a security system for permitting limited. access to said information 
system upon the receipt of an access code; wherein said e-mail further includes said 
access code for permitting access to said webpage by said user. 

Davis teaches further including a security system for permitting limited access to 
said information system upon the receipt of an access code(col.1, lines 57-59); wherein 
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said e-mail further includes said access code for permitting access to said webpage by 
said user(col.5,line 33). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to modify the system of Slaughter in view of De Bellis in further 
view of Linden to add further including a security system for permitting limited access to 
said information system upon the receipt of an access code; wherein said e-mail further 
includes said access code for permitting access to said webpage by said user as taught 
by Davis in order to acquire feedback regarding products (Davis, col.1, lines 14-21). 

One ordinary skill in the art would combine Slaughter, De Bellis, Linden and 
Davis in order to provide a system for authorized users to certain information(Davis, 
col. 5, lines 32-34). 

Claims 5 and 12 are of the same scope as a combination of claims 1 and 2, 
therefore are rejected based on the same rationale (see claim 1 and 2 rejection). 
Motivation to combine set for forth in claim 1 and 2. 

As per claim 6, the method of claim 5, wherein said access information 
comprises: a URL to locate the webpage(Davis, coL1,line 57) and 
an access code to permit viewing of said selective display by said user(Davis, 
col, 1, lines 58-59). Motivation to combine set forth in claim 5. 

Claims 9,1 1 ,15 are of the same scope as claim 2, therefore are rejected based 
on the same rationale (see claim 2 rejection). Motivation to combine set forth in claim 2. 

Claim 13 is of the same scope as claim 6, therefore are rejected based on the 
same rationale (see claim 6 rejection). Motivation to combine set forth in claim 6. 
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Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Patent 6,789,077 issued to Slaughter et al. (Slaughter) in view of US Patent 6,760,720 
issued to De Bellis in further view of US Patent 6,360,254 issued to Linden et al(Linden) 
in further view of Office Notice. 

Slaughter in view of De Bellis in further view of Linden does not explicitly teach 
as per claim 3, whereby said first and second memories are portions of a single 
memory. 

Office Notice is taken; it is obvious to one ordinary skilled in the art at the time of 
the invention to have two memories be part of a single memory in order to store 
information in one place. 

One ordinary skilled in the art would have been motivated to combine Slaughter, 
De Bellis, Linden and to have two memories be part of a single memory in order to 
reduce cost by having data stored in one memory instead of several memories. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-15 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. See PTO-892. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Backhean Tiv whose telephone number is (571 )272- 
3941 . The examiner can normally be reached on 9 A.M. -12 P.M. and 1 -6 P.M. 
Monday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Zarni Maung can be reached on (571 ) 272-3939. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an applicatiori may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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